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Note: in order to avoid causing professional embarrassment, the names of militaria 
dealers and auction houses who have contributed photos of fakes to this paper that 
they previously failed to recognize have been redacted from the figure captions. | 
am grateful to them for their honest and highly professional acknowledgement of 
their mistakes. 


NOTES/CORRECTIONS 


Page 136, fig. 2.6 


“Fake model 1_OR cap...” Unusually fora fake, the eyelets on this cap look authentic. 
My suspicion is that they are in fact authentic but that the faker—assuming that my 
identification of the cap as fake is correct—had only the two, and hence the cap’s 
odd configuration. 


Page 147 


“These latter include eyelets of tombac (brass-rich zinc) and brass-plated stee 
The authenticity of examples of the latter is suggested by their use in an authentic- 
looking tropical peaked cap stamped Clemens Wagner (Appx 3, 212-13) and two 
tropical Schiffchen, caps with a relatively low value and hardly worth faking, similar 
to Schiffchen by this manufacturer. 


|” 


Page 171 


“...is the same as that in a Luftwaffe cap with what until recently was believed to be 
a good veteran provenance”. It is now believed that this cap too is fake. 


Page 173 


“The Lodsworth group”. A made up name. 


Page 175 


“The last group of fakes within the Database...” Since 2019, two further identifiable 
groups have come to light. 

Known examples belonging to the first of these are stamped Hans Brandt, (1cap), 
Carl Halfar (3 caps) (Fig. 2.5) and Willy Sprengpfeil (1 cap). It made/makes copies 
of both 1_O and 1_OR caps. Defining characteristics of the group include the use 
of the same type of fake eagle, painted eyelets with cut, as opposed to split eyelet 
rivets, and a low brow, in which the front of false turn-up is similar in height to the 
cap above. 

Examples of the second are stamped Mitzenfabriken Trunse & Cle. Beuthen and 
George Stork Dillishausen. All are officers’ caps. The insignia—with is authentic— 
is usually applied using zigzag lock stitch and they have a single line of stitching 
on the underside of the peak set unusually far in from the edge. The Georg Stork’s 
have two lines of stitching around the top of the false turn-up. Most of those seen 
by me come from a single collection sold recently by the UK’s C&T auctioneers but 
the group’s origins are not recent, one example from another source dating back at 
least to the 1990s. A Generals’ cap belonging to this group has the Mitzenfabriken 
Trunse & Cle. stamp. 


THE AFRIKAMUTZE DATABASE, PART 2: 
THE FAKE 


This essay, one of four describing and contextualizing the faking for profit 
of Afrikakorps material culture (Seager Thomas 2015; 2018; 2019, pt 1 
& appxs), is intended to provide the student with a tool, which will help 
separate authentic from fake material, and at the same time demonstrate in a 
practical and lasting way how our knowledge and understanding of these can 
be augmented by a contribution from academia, the analytical approach of 
which should be more systematic, more disciplined and more open than that 
of the average lay enthusiast. Its focus is the fake WW2 “M40” German army 
tropical peaked cap or Afrikamitze. 

Whatis a fake? For our purposes fakes can be divided into three groups: the 
modern reproduction always intended to deceive or subsequently modified 
to deceive (Figure 2.1), the honest restoration, not originally intended to 
deceive, but which has been detached from its history of restoration (Figure 
2.2), and the dishonest modification always intended to deceive. (I cannot 
show an example of the latter without exposing myself to a possible libel 
suit, but there are already many of these in the public arena). The best are 
of two types, one indistinguishable from the real thing, the other completely 
different, with nothing against which it can be compared and debunked. For 
the student, the danger of such fakes is that by introducing doubt into the 
record, they undermine our ability usefully to evaluate authentic, unmodified 
objects; for the collector, fraud; and for the student and collector alike, the 
destruction of the essential link between authentic objects and the history to 
which they belong and a concomitant loss of “charisma”, which is central 
both to understanding them as objects and to their monetary value (Seager 
Thomas 2018). 

But not all is lost. Happily unaltered authentic caps possesses a set 
of interrelated characteristics—name or number, model, date, material, 
manufacturing technique, patina—related to the manufacturer and/ or period 
to which they belong and their likely use histories, to which—more often 
than not—the fake will fail to measure-up. There are just too many things 
for the faker to get right. Also, like the real thing, fakes fall into recognizable 
groups of their own. And this is where the Database comes in. By collating 
the different characteristics of a range of caps, real and fake alike, it helps 
us to compare and separate them, and so beat the fakers and make good the 
damage done. 

Of course the caveats applied to the identification of real caps in Part 
1 of this essay also apply to the identification of fakes; and for the same 
reasons—we do not always have all the information about real caps and all 
the information about fake caps needed to make a sure identification. No 
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cap should be dismissed out of hand as a fake because it does not conform 
to what our individual experience leads us to expect, nor automatically 
accepted as real because it does. All caps, not just the difficult ones, have to 
be decided upon on a case-by-case basis by comparison against the record 
as a whole. As for the perfect fake, if it exists, we will of course never be able 
to distinguish it as such. Or will we? 

My sources for the Database and this comparison are a handful of caps 
in British museums, for sale at auction and in private collections, which | 
have handled, and photos of c. 340 authentic caps (Digital Appendix 1), 
and 130 fakes (Digital Appendix 2), in print, posted online and shared with 
me personally by collectors and dealers in military antiques. My approach is 
the same as it was for authentic caps in Part 1 of this essay. First, | isolate the 
different traits of these fake caps; then, | reassemble them by fake type and 
fake group. The results of this are, firstly, a transferable classification that the 
student can use in distinguishing the real from the fake; and secondly, the 
identification of a dozen or so distinguishable groups of fakes, analogous to 
the real thing, which—I hope—will now disappear from the record and the 
market. 


ebay peas ws All Categories | Search — Advanced 


<Back to search results | Listed in category: Collectibles > Militaria > WW II (1939-45) > Original Period Items > Germany > Hats & Helmets 


Afrika Korps (DAK) Cap w/ Green Piping - LAGO Berlin 1942 - No Res/Low Open Bid 


Condition: Used Eh BD | Add to watch list 
Time left: 6d 13h (19 Feb, 2017 15:34:11 GMT) 5 = 
Seller information 
(492 ye ) 
US $95.00 j bia 100% Positive Feedback 


Approximately £76.12 


‘© Add to Watch list %* Add to collection 


+ Follow this seller 


See other items 


100% positive Feedback 


Postage: US $59.50 (approx. £47.67) USPS Priority Mail Express 


Posts to: Worldwide 


Delivery: Estimated between Tue. 28 Feb. and Thu. 2 Mar. 
receiving cleared payment. @ 
Please allow additional time if international delivery is subject to 


customs processing 
id ——_ Pn | Ds 
ras. , ah Payments: peypo) EEE) vx EEE 
_— — payment information 
Returns: No returns accepted 
(& Have one to sell? Sell it yourself Protection: @b=ty” MONEY BACK GUARANTEE | See details 


Figure 2.1 


‘Fake' model 1_OR cap stamped Lago Berlin 1942 for sale on eBay. Superficially 
plausible, close examination of this cap reveals numerous givaways: the exterior 
fabric, the weaving of the insignia, the metal out of which the eyelets are fashioned, 
the manufacturer stamp, all of which differ from those of authentic Lago Berlin caps, 
the date (there are no authentic 1942-dated Lago Berlins), along with anomalies in 
its patina. Its “faker” also made Lago Mitteldeutschland and Clemens Wagner-stamped 
caps (Figure 2.26). Like the real caps they copy, collectively these caps form a distinct 
and recognizable group 
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Figure 2.2 


Authentic but completely restored cap by Schlesische Mitzenfabrik. At the time of 
writing, this cap was up for sale by a UK dealer who described it as “partially restored 
with the rear area of the cap having various field repairs... The original roundel 
remains with the original white soutache”! Photos: Mark Stevens 


DISTINGUISHING FAKES 
Manufacturer stamps 


There are many different “fake” manufacturer stamps. Manufacturer names 
and numbers found in reproduction caps listed in the Database include those 
of actual tropical peaked cap manufacturers, those of authentic WW2 cap 
manufacturers who could have, but as far as is known did not make the 
tropical peaked cap, and new names and numbers, similar to those of authentic 
cap manufacturers or made-up from scratch (Table 2.1; Figures 2.3-2.5). 

Anunfamiliar manufacturer’s name or number is not necessarily indicative 
of a fake. Nor indeed is a variant stamp of a familiar manufacturer. Several 
manufacturers employed more than one stamp—Carl Halfar and Robert 
Lubstein are obvious examples (Figures 1.5, 1.49 & 1.51). And from time 
to time authentic tropical caps by previously unrecognized manufacturers 
of them do crop-up. But stamps are an important tool in the faker’s arsenal: 
on the one hand because they are easy and cheap to copy, and on the other 
because a cap by a completely made-up manufacturer, for which all that is 
required is a cheap stamp, will have no authentic parallels against which it 
can be compared and debunked. 
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“Manufacturer” name Cap model Fake group Database 
code 
Actual manufacturers of tropical peaked caps 
Erich Bergmann, Ebersdorf 1_OR Lago-Wagner? BERG 
Carl Halfar 1_0 Lodsworth, U HAL 
Karl Kuback Mutzen-fabrik, Mainz-Kastel 1_OR, 2_OR Lago-Wagner, KUB 
Lodsworth 
Lago, Berlin 1_OR Lago-Wagner LAG 
Landes Lief Genossenschaft... [LAGO] 1_OR Lago-Wagner, LMD 
Mitteldeutschland Lodsworth, 
Statter-Wagner 
2_OR Sprengpfeil-Wagner 
Robert Lubstein, 1_OR Erel, U LUB 
Berlin 1.0 Erel 
Mutzen-Fabrik Dretzen, Rheydt 1_OR Janke MFD 
Schlesische Mutzenfabrik, 1_0 U SMF 
Frankenstein 1_OR Lago-Wagner? 
2_OR Heereszeugamt 
Willy Sprengpfeil Mutzenfabrik, 1_0 Sprengpfeil-Wagner, SPR Wm 
Hamburg Sprengpfeil 
Alfred Valet 1_O, U VAL 
unkn 
F. Weissbach, Glauchau 1_OR U WEI 
0/0520/0017 4 OR RB-Nr 0017 
Manufacturers of other tropical and WW2 caps and uniform equipment 
»ALMI” Uniformen u. Mutzenfabrik, Koblenz 1_OR U ALMI 
Ankenbrand & Klaue, Berlin 2_0,2._OR_ Ankenbrand & Klaue ANK 
Berolina, Berlin 1_OR U BERO 
Hans Brandt Mutzenfabrik, Magdeburg - H 1_OR pseudo-Greiling BRA 
L.L. Gen Mutzen Niedersachsen Hersteller 1_OR Lodsworth GMN 
Aug. Schellenberg Uniformmutzenfabrik, Berlin 1_OR U SCHEL 
Schellenberg Stirndruckfrei 1_OR U SCHEL 
Clemens Wagner, 1_O, U WAG 
Braunschweig 1 OR U, 
Lago-Wagner, 
Statter-Wagner 
Made-up, garbled and modern manufacturer names 
Hans Brandl, Magdeburg 4 OR Brandl BRA 
Karl Brehem, Frankfurt am Main 1_OR U BREH 
A. Breiter 1_OR U BREIl 
Breiter, Munchen U Generals’ BRE|I 
B.M.F. Kdln 3_OR U BMF 
Hans Brummel Cle., Magdeburg 1_OR U BRU 
Alale F[elstonhammar] 1_OR U FEL 
K.H. Flauuer, Minden (Westf.) 1_OR U FLA 
G.A. Hoffmann, Berlin 1_OR Heereszeugamt HOF 
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“Manufacturer” name Cap model Fake group Database 

code 
Albert Kemp, Ronsdort 1_OR U KEM 
LAGO Mu 1_OR U LAGM 
Alale Lin[den]meyer 2_OR U LIN 
Opoika & Muller, 1_0 U, OPO 
Hamburg Opoike-Muller 

1_OR Opoike-Muller 
Hans Praeger Mutze, Berlin U U PRA 
Ramufa W. Schreiber, Munchen 1_OR U RAM 
H. Schade, Kassel 4 OR U SCHA 
Gg. Schwert, 1_OR Schwert SCHW 
Bamburg 2_OR 
Gebr. Statter, Pfungstatt 2_OR Statter-Wagner STA 
Walter Sprengfeil 2_OR Heereszeugamt SPR Wa 
Carl Tsken, Koln 1_OR U TSK 
Clemens Wagner, 1_OR Janke, WAG 
Braunsweig U 
Peter Waienk[as], Offenbach a Main 1_OR Waienkas WAI 
0/0708/000 2_OR Heereszeugamt 000 
0/1305/0327 1_OR U 0327 
Table 2.1 


Manufacturer stamps present in fake caps in the Database and the groups with which 
they are associated. U = unclassified 


Mostcaps with fake manufacturer stamps in them are given away by features 
other than the stamp, but clues to their real nature are occasionally found in 
the stamp as well—its positioning, that of stamps in authentic caps being fairly 
standard, usually to the left of the central seam with top of the stamp to the 
rear or the centre of the cap (see Figures 1.4 & 1.6); the model or type of cap in 
which the stamp occurs; attempts to obscure it (Figure 2.13); the font or fonts 
used; the relationship of the different elements comprising it to each other; 
and ina few extraordinary cases, a misspelled name or place of manufacture. 

An Alfred Valet stamp, placed at right angles to the cap’s central seam, 
rather than parallel to it, for example, will be fake (Figure 2.3, top left). 
Likewise a Lago Mitteldeutschland stamp in a model 1_OR cap, a Schlesische 
Mitzenfabrik stamp in an officers’ or a model 2_OR cap (Figure 2.3, bottom 
left; cf. Figure 2.7), a Hans Brandt stamp in which “Brandt” is spelt “Brandl” 
(Figure 2.3 top right) or a Clemens Wagner stamp in which the place of 
manufacture is spelt “Braunsweig”, instead of the correct “Braunschweig” 
(Figure 2.3, bottom right). | also harbour doubts about the originality of a 
stamp in an authentic cap by Schlesische Mutzenfabrik, recently posted 
online, in which the place of manufacture reads “Frankenthal”, in a variant 
font, instead of the usual “Frankenstein” (WAF 2018a). In my view, this latter 
has been touched-up. 
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Figure 2.3 


Fake and authentic manufacturer 
stamps. Top left: Alfred Valet stamps. 
The fake is placed at right angles 

to the central seam, whereas the 
authentic stamp (shown below) is 
placed parallel to the seam. Note also 
the different positions of the size and 
date stamps, and the similar, but subtly 
different fonts. Bottom left: Schlesische 
Mitzenfabrik stamp in a model 2_ 

OR cap, a model not made by the 
manufacturer, and (below) an authentic 
Schlesische Mutzenfabrik stamp. Note 
the positions of the size stamps, the 
fonts and the spacing of the letters, all 
of which differ. Top right: fake “Hans 
Brandl” and (below) authentic Hans 
Brandt stamps. The fonts used for the size 
stamp and the number "2" in the date 
stamp differ; also, the final letter of 
the Brandl name, which is squared off 
at the bottom, is clearly an “I”, whereas 
the final letter of the Brandt name is “t”. 
Bottom right: fake and (below), one of 
two authentic Clemens Wagner stamps 
(for the other see Figure 2.35, left). 

The fake is smaller and uses different 
fonts to those used in both authentic 
stamps, the size stamp is in a different 
place and the place of manufacture 
misspelled. Variant stamps are not 
always indicative of faking but very 
often they are—as in these cases. 
Photos: eBay; Ratisbons; Mark Vale; 
WAF 


Figure 2.4 


Manufacturer stamps in fake German 
Army tropical peaked caps. Top: the 
stamps of two genuine WW2 cap 
makers—Berolina and Almi—who, 
as far as it is known, did not make 
the German army tropical peaked 
cap. Bottom: made-up manufacturer 
names. The identification of the Almi is 
contested but there is no doubt in my 
mind that it is fake; the other caps are all 
“one look fakes”. Photos: Thoms (AKF); 
WAF 
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Figure 2.5 


Fake model 1_O cap stamped Carl 
Halfar 1941 and eyelet (above) in 
a cap by the same faker. Photos: 

Mark Twiname & Hans 
van den Berg 


Any number of things are wrong 
with this cap. It is stamped Carl 
Halfar and Carl Halfar did not 
make officers’ tropical peaked 
caps. The font used for for the 
stamp—in particular the “a”s— 
differs from that used in authentic 
Carl Halfar stamps (cf. Figure 
1.5) and the position of the stamp 
itself, on the left hand side of the 
cap, is unknown in a Carl Halfar 
of this cap’s purported date. The 
eagle and cockade are fake (cf. 
Figures 2.9 & 2.10) and applied 
incorrectly for the manufacturer, 
while the ends of the soutache, 
which is also probably fake, 
should be cut into the brow of the 
cap, not folded between it and 
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Manufacturer typology 


At the heart of this study is the observation that every German army tropical 
peaked cap possesses or possessed a set of interrelated characteristics related 
to and diagnostic of its manufacturer when it was made (Figures 1.42-1.83; 
Tables 1.1-1.2 & 1.4—1.8). Caps of one date by one manufacturer will share 
one set of traits and caps of the same date by another manufacturer or a 
different date by the same manufacturer, another set. There are of course 
deviations from the norm, some legitimate, resulting from the exigencies of 
production (Figure 1.38, top) or period modification (Figures 1.10—1.12), but 
by and large, most result from faking of one sort or another. In the same way, 
fakes by one faker, even when purportedly by different manufacturers, or of 
different dates and models, frequently share a common and diagnostic set of 
traits (e.g. Figures 2.22 & 2.26—2.38). 

The principal deviations occur in five areas: cap model, cap materials, 
cut, and cap stitching, particularly that of the insignia. 

In the Database, fake officers’ tropical peaked caps, for example, occur 
stamped with the names of five actual manufacturers of the tropical peaked 
cap (Carl Halfar, Karl Kubach, Schlesische Mutzenfabrik, Willy Sprengpfeil 
and Alfred Valet), of which only Kubach actually made officers’ caps, and 
fake model 1_OR caps with the stamps of eight actual manufacturers of 
tropical peaked caps (Erich Bergmann, Lago Berlin, Lago Mitteldeutschland, 
Robert Lubstein, Mutzen-fabrik DrefSen, Schlesische Mutzenfabrik, Alfred 
Valet and F. Weissbach), of which two (Lago Mitteldeutschland and 
Mitzen-fabrik Drefsen) did not make model 1_OR caps. The same illegitimate 
divergence between models and purported manufacturer characterizes a 
significant number of authentically named and numbered fake caps in the 
Database (Figures 2.5, 2.22, 2.26, upper right etc.). 

A Lago Berlin in any fabric other than cotton gabardine, a Greiling with 
a sweatband of anything other than green ribbed twill and buff leatherette 
or an Ottmar Reich with an eyelet of any metal other than steel is a fake (cf. 
Tables 1.6—1.8). For caps purportedly by manufacturers other than these, the 
materials used may not be this diagnostic. Early-dated Halfars come in two 
different fabrics, for example; those used by Lubstein changed; and those 
used by Schlesische were added to (Table 1.6). But for most manufacturers, 
including these, there was nonetheless a high degree of consistency in the 
materials they used, deviations from which are often indicative of faking 
(Figure 2.15, top). 

The individual fake caps comprising the groups described below, though 
frequently stamped with different manufacturers names, are, in terms of their 
cut and stitching (and other features) often both similar to each other and 
different from caps by the manufacturers whose name they bare. For example, 
in most of the caps belonging to the Lago-Wagner group, the stitching on 
the underside of the peak and the eagle/ cockade application is identical, 
which it should not be (Figures 2.1 & 2.26). More generally, large numbers 
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of fakes omit the stitching from the 
underside of the peak completely 
(Figure 2.6), oraddaline of stitching 
inappropriate for the manufacturer 
or model, such as above the peak, 
where one occurs on authentic 
caps with sweatbands by some 
manufacturers, but not others, and 
which is never present on authentic 
caps without sweatbands (Figure 
2.24, top), or an extra line of 
stitching around the top of the false 
turn-up, which is never present on 
authentic examples (Figure 2.15, 
top). 

Also typical, both — in 
modifications and restorations of 
authentic caps as well as fakes 
made from. scratch, are rare 
or—for the actual or purported 
manufacturer—incorrect insignia 
applications. Replaced insignia, 
for example, are often hand-sewn 
instead of machine-sewn (Figure 
2.7), while many restored caps that 
have been opened and many fakes 
made from scratch have wholly 
machine-sewn_ insignia. A very 
large number of eagles on fake caps 
applied using machine straight- 
lock stitch, flipped forward, then 
finished using machine straight- 


Figure 2.6 


Fake model 1_OR cap stamped Aug. 
Schellenburg, Berlin, a maker of 
WW? German uniforms but not of the 
army tropical peaked cap. The 1_OR 
cap had gone out of production by 
1943 (Table 1.2), so this cap is an 
anachronism; and it is rare to see 
an army tropical peaked cap of any 
model with just one eyelet on each 
side. The principal giveaway of this 
fake cap, however, is its lack of under- 
peak stitching. Photos: Royal Dragons 
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lock stitch (SL-F-SL), a method rare in authentic WW2 German army tropical 
peaked caps (see Part 1, p. 89; Figure 1.66), but common to several groups 
of fakes (Figures 2.8, 2.25 & 2.28-31), may be indicative of a single faking 


operation. 


Anachronisms 


The WW2 Germany army tropical 
peaked cap went through a 
number of models. Broadly these 
are divisible into early caps, dating 
from 1940-42 (models 1_O and 
1_Ok), intermediate caps, dating 
from 1942 (models 2_O and 
2_OR), and late caps, dating from 
1942-43 (models 3_OR, 4_O and 
4_OkR) (see Part 1, pp. 27-32). 
Likewise the materials used in 
them and the insignia applied to 
them changed (Tables 1.4—1.8). 
A handful of manufacturers made 
all of these models, stamping both 
their names and a consistent set 
of traits of manufacturer on them, 
but most did not, and for the most 
part, early caps do not share the 
characteristics of late caps or 
vise versa. This typochronology is 
unambiguous. Thus, for example, 
a 1940 cap (a model 1_O or 
1_OR) has an integral soutache 
and no sweatband and will have 
been made by and have the 
characteristics of a cap made by 
one of only seven manufacturers, 
while an issue 1943-dated cap 
(a model 4-0, 4 OR and— 
possibly—5_OR) has an _ integral 
sweatband and no soutache and 
will have the characteristics of one 
of approximately 23 manufacturers 
(Table 1.2). Any deviations from 
this rule, any anachronisms, such 
as a purportedly issue cap dated 
later than 1942 with an integral 


Figure 2.7 


Restored and factory-applied insignia on 
caps by Carl Halfar. The restored insignia 
(top) is hand-sewn; the factory-appled 
insignia—typically for this manufacturer— 
was applied used machine zigzag-lock 
stitch. Photos: Chris Kihotis; Erik Seminovs 
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soutache or without a sweatband, or a purportedly issue cap dated earlier than 
1942 with an integral, as opposed to field/ privately applied sweatband, all of 
which occur (e.g. Figures 2.6 & 2.43), will be a fake—of one sort or another. 


“Fake” materials 


The principal problem for the faker of the tropical peaked cap, however, is 
not getting the cap’s cut or sewing right, both of which would be easy enough 
for an experienced tailor or seamstress, but procuring the correct materials 
out of which to make it—the correct insignia, the correct twill for its exterior, 
the correct plain weave for its lining, and—above all—the correct eyelets, 
all of which varied from manufacturer to manufacturer and over time, and 
which may now be expensive or difficult to come by. Out of expediency, not 
many fakers achieve this, and use instead the easiest best match available, 
which often is not very good at all. Thus they provide us with another means 
to distinguish their products from the real thing. 


Figure 2.8 


A fake model 1_OR cap stamped 
Gg. Schwert with authentic, 
wholly machine-sewn insignia. The 
particular configuration of machine 
stitching (SL_F_SL/SL) used is only 
rarely seen in authentic WW2 
German Army tropical peaked caps, 
but common to several groups of 
fakes, and may be indicative of 

a single faking operation. Photo: 
author 
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Insignia 

Till recently authentic issue cap insignia—particularly eagles—has been 
easy to come by and cheap, and many fake caps, including some quite poor 
ones, have them (e.g. Figure 2.8). Particularly challenging amongst these are 
authentic, genuinely weathered insignia reused from old fakes, and relatively 
inexpensive unissued tropical Schiffchen, large numbers of which came to 
light in the 1970s. In such cases, identification depends on whether or not 
they are appropriate for the cap on which they occur, and on the way they are 
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attached to it. Conversely, many fake caps, including some quite good ones 
(e.g. Figures 2.5 & 2.12), have fake insignia; and, owing to the increasing 
price of authentic insignia, it seems likely that in the future more and more 
will have them. None of the fake insignia of which | am aware are difficult to 
distinguish from the real thing, but owing to their small size, the blurring of 
their detail by deliberate distressing and photographically, and the continuing 
categorization some of them by influential commentators as genuine variants, 
they still manage to fool. 

Known eagle fakes include examples woven—in a way similar in 
appearance to authentic Bevo or Jacquard woven eagles—on the wrong 
coloured background-cloth, of polyester, with odd-looking or no feet, with 


Figure 2.9 


Two common fake tropical 
cap eagle variants. Note 
the dark backing cloth and 
the pronounced feet on the 
upper, and the lack of feet 
on the lower, features not 
seen on authentic eagles. 
Both also lack notches 
where the undersides of 
the wings meet the curved 
feathers joining these to the 
birds’ legs. Photos: eBay; 
Thoms (WAF) 


the wrong number of feathers, without a “notch” seen on authentic eagles 
where the underside of the outstretched wing meets the row of curved feathers 
joining it to the legs of the bird, etc. (Figure 2.9). Another giveaway—at least 
for those whose interest is in cap insignia rather than caps—is the pattern of 
the weaving on the reverse side, which differs from that of the real thing. 

The principal cockade fakes are of two types: woven in a way similar to 
authentic Bevo woven cockades, and “embroidered”. 

The first example shown (Figure 2.10, top left & upper middle left) is 
the type most frequently encountered. Though correctly woven, it mixes 
characteristics of early and later cockades (Figure 2.11, top & bottom) in a 
way never seen in the real thing and should not usually cause any problems 
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Figure 2.10 


Fake cockades so far identified can be 
divided into two broad groups—woven 
(left) and embroidered (right). 

Woven fakes mimic authentic early (top 
left & upper middle left), intermediate 
(lower middle left) and late WW2 
German army tropical cockades 
(bottom left) (authentic cockade types 
CA, CB and CD (cf. Figure 2.11). 
Embroidered cockades combine 
characteristics of early intermediate 
(type CB.1) and Luftwaffe tropical 
cockades. Given the high prices now 
asked for both authentic tropical 
insignia and peaked caps, the time 
seems ripe for a new, more accurate 
generation of fake insignia—assuming 
this has not already appeared! Photos: 
eBay; Robert Edwards; William Kramer, 
VirtualGrenadier; WAF 


Figure 2.11 


Authentic WW2 German army tropical 
cockades used on the tropical peaked 
cap and Schiffchen (types CA, CB.1, CC 
& CD.2) in the order of their appearance 
in the record (Table 1.5). Scale: 200%. 
Note the differences in the size of the 
cockade, the thickness of the rings, the 
extent and density of the weave (on the 
earliest, it forms the background square), 
and the backing cloth. So far, type CC 
has not been copied. Photos: author; 
Chris Kihotis 
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of identification. Typically “early” is the weaving of the background square, 
which on later cockades consists of plain backing cloth, and typically “late”, the 
shiny thread and its light weave and speckled appearance. Helpfully, a variant 
of this cockade available from eBay comes with a Nazi Party quartermaster’s 
office (RZM) label, which army insignia would never have had. Other—less 
common—woven variants to be wary of resemble, but are subtly different 
from intermediate and late cockades (Figures 2.10, bottom left & 2.14, left). 


Figure 2.12 


Very good fake model 1_O cap with an embroidered cockade. The cap is stamped 
Clemens Wagner and dated 1941. Wagner made tropical Schiffchen but not—as far as 
we know—1940/41-dated tropical peaked caps. Photo: Ralph Heinz 


Less common is the wholly “embroidered” cockade, of which four or 
five variants are represented within the Database, three associated almost 
exclusively with caps most likely produced by a single faking operation and 
very likely a product of, or commissioned by this operation (see pp. 169-73). 
These have roundels in which the embroidery of the ball and the inner ring 
go in opposite directions, and that the outer ring radiates from the centre of 
the roundel (Figures 2.10, top right & 2.12); in which the embroidery of the 
ball and the outer ring go in one direction, and that of the inner ring goes in 
the opposite direction (Figure 2.10, upper & lower middle); or in which the 
embroidery runs across the central ball and the rings in a single direction 
(Figure 2.10, bottom). In caps in the Database, the embroidery of the first 
type is orientated in two different directions in relation to the backing cloth, 
perhaps indicating that, unlike authentic cockades, they were not woven on 
a ribbon of cloth and perhaps not in a factory. Also noticeable is a “bump” 
protruding from the edge of the ball. 
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On the other embroidered type, the embroidery runs across the ball 
and perpendicular to the rings, as on Luftwaffe roundels, on which they are 
presumably modelled (not illustrated). 

Lastly, fake soutaches are enormously common, on fake and on authentic 
caps (Figure 2.13), to which, if they are applied convincingly, they can 
add considerable value. In photographs, fake soutaches can be difficult to 
distinguish from the real thing. Obvious giveaways, however, include width, 


Figure 2.13 


Two stages in the life of an apparently authentic but much modified cap. Neither 
soutache is original to the cap, the sweatband having been added to hide the first 
addition. The stamp is unparalleled and—most likely—modern. The eagle has been 
reapplied. Photos: AKF 
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which is frequently less (Figure 14, right) and occasionally more (Figure 
10, bottom left) than that of the real thing; colour, which often falls outside 
the known range of authentic colours; and surface morphology, authentic 
braid more often than not having a lumpy appearance, the inner threads 
bursting through the outer wrapping due to differential wear and shrinkage 
(Figure 1.28), and fakes a smooth surface or clumsy imitation of an authentic 
lumpy surface (e.g. Figures 2.10, 2.14 & 2.36). Authentic soutache material, 
whether surplus stock (the existence of which is claimed) or removed from a 
less valuable cap, such as a Schiffchen, and applied to a tropical peaked cap 
from which the soutache has been removed or which never had one, is also 
of course fake. On real and fake caps alike, these will be distinguished in the 
same ways as authentic eagles and cockades, through their appropriateness 
and the accuracy of their stitching. 


Figure 2.14 


Fake caps with fake cockades and soutaches. Note the thick-ribbed background 
cloth on the cockade to the left, and the small size of the ball on the cockade to the 
right, both of which are incorrect. The latter combines elements of both “woven” and 
“embroidered” cockades. The soutache on the right-hand cap is too thin. Both 
eagles are authentic but that on the right (eagle type ED.2) is too late for a cap with a 
soutache. Photos: unknown 


Interpretatively the really dangerous insignia fakes are not these, 
however, which are easy enough to spot, but those fakes that are not currently 
recognized. The best advice for the student wishing to avoid these, is to 
study the different variants seen on demonstrably unmodified, unrestored 
caps (e.g. Figures 1.23—1.26); when examining them, to avoid dark places 
(such as auction showrooms!) and always use a magnifying glass; to be very 
careful with unsharp photographs; and never to take authority for granted. 


Fabric 

Fabrics similar to those used for the tropical peaked cap are readily available 
today and some of those out of which fakes are made closely match those 
used in the real thing. However, few fakers have attempted to match 


these authentic-looking — fabrics 
with those used by _ individual 
manufacturers at different times, 
while others, presumably relying 
on their customers not to notice 
the difference, have utilized 
quite different fabrics. Fabric can 
therefore be used to distinguish 
real caps from fakes. 

Most obvious amongst these 
“fake” fabrics are red twills, which 
are occasionally used by fakers 
for cap linings (Figure 2.15, upper 
middle). A possibly authentic 
Generals’ cap made _ privately 
by the Berlin tailor, Averbeck 
u. Broskamp (Figure A1.9), and 
some probably authentic late war 
tropical caps had these, but they 
are unknown in factory-made caps 
dated between 1940 and 1943, the 
linings of which are almost always 
of red plain weave (e.g. Figures 1.4 


Figure 2.15 


Incorrect fabrics. Top: cap attributed to 
Alfred Valet in a cotton gabardine fabric 
untypical of this manufacturer. This 
particular fake is also given away by an 
additional row of stitching around the 
top of its false turn-up. Upper middle: 
cotton twill lining in a 1941-dated cap. 
Note also the eyelets. Middle: coarse 
plain weave or cotton duck used for a 
cap belonging to the Opoike-Miuller 
group of fakes. Only one period 
manufacturer—Robert Lubstein—is 
known to have used cotton duck in its 
tropical peaked caps. Lower middle: 
very coarse ribbed twill used for a cap 
belonging to the pseudo-Greiling group 
of fake caps. The ribs of the twill are 
thicker than in any WW2 German army 
tropical peaked cap. Bottom: a fine 
plain weave used in a cap belonging 
to the Lago-Wagner group of fakes. 
Photos: eBay, the Saleroom; WAF 
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& 1.5); and when found in a cap 
purporting to be one of these, they 
are reliably diagnostic of faking. 

Also obviously fake are caps 
whose outer parts are of cotton 
duck (Figure 2.15, middle), which 
is currently known to occur, and 
then infrequently, in authentic 
caps by one manufacturer (Robert 
Lubstein) only (Table 1.6; Figure 
1.32, bottom). 

The outer shells and peaks of 
most authentic caps are fashioned 
from one (and occasionally more) 
of five twills or groups of twills: 
cotton gabardine (fabric type G), 
three ribbed twills (fabric types 
RT.1, RT.2 & RT.3), and another, 
which falls between the gabardine 
and the ribbed twills (IT) (Table 
1.6). In many fakes, the rib or wale 
of the twill is of a different width to 
that in the twills used in authentic 
caps (broader or narrower) (Figure 
2.15, lower middle) and the fabrics 
are easily distinguishable, but 
where these are similar, the fabrics 
can be hard to tell apart. Indeed, 
the twill used in some fakes are so 
like those seen in authentic caps 
that some commentators have 
expressed the view that they are 
period fabrics and, by extension, 
that the caps made from them— 
despite other obvious giveaways 
—are authentic caps (WAF 2013). 

Given the ease with which 
authentic-looking fabrics can be 
obtained, itis of course unnecessary 


Figure 2.16 


Selection of the very small range of 
authentic eyelet variants (see also 
Figure 1.36). Photos: Barry Searson; 
VirtualGrenadier; WAF 
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to appeal interpretatively to the possibility that these fake caps are real, or for 
that matter, to the possible survival of bolts of period cloth out of which these 
or other fakes might be made, but the danger is there nonetheless, and the 
student is counselled to be alert, on the one hand, to the possibility of period 
and modern fabrics, which are indistinguishable, and on the other, to the 
implications of this in terms of misinformation. Once again, look closely at 
the materials associated with the real thing, compare these to the cap under 
consideration, and make up your own mind. 


Eyelets 
Usually the identification of an object will depend on the examination of a 
range of variables but very occasionally it will stand or fall on a single feature. 
If your David is wearing a wristwatch, you can be pretty sure it’s not by 
Michelangelo. For the tropical peaked cap, the equivalent of the fake David's 
wristwatch is the ventilation eyele-—huge numbers of fakes, including some 
otherwise quite good ones, can be dismissed as fakes because their eyelets 
differ from those of the real thing (Figures 1.36 & 2.16). Questionable eyelets 
can be divided into four groups: those which are untypical of eyelets on 
tropical peaked obtained from veterans but which have a good provenance 
or which have close parallels on period Kriegsmarine, political and authentic 
Continental caps (Figure 1.37); those frequently associated with fakes (Figure 
2.17) but never caps with a good provenance; otherwise authentic looking 
eyelets, the rivets of which have been mangled (Figure 2.18, bottom) (related 
to these are eyelets that survive only as holes, having been accidentally lost 
or deliberately removed because they would give the cap away as a fake); 
and—most dangerous of all—eyelets that deviate only slightly or not at all 
from what would be expected of the real thing (Figures 2.6, 2.12 & 2.18). 
The first group is widely accepted as authentic by the collecting 
community, which attributes them to the exigencies of manufacture and the 
variable chances of survival, but, owing to our incomplete knowledge of 
the Continental and other eyelets against which they are being compared, 
doubts continue to surround some of them. These latter include eyelets of 
tombac (brass-rich zinc) and brass-plated steel (e.g. Figure A3.2), and some 
early combinations of steel and zinc. The second group can be dismissed 
out of hand. Typically the eyelets belonging to it are of the wrong size; the 
wrong material for the date; have the wrong finish (usually paint instead of 
enamel), the exterior finish sometimes continuing onto the interior riveting; 
the wrong (or no) washer; the wrong type of riveting; the wrong number of 
eyelet petals for the metal (e.g. eight petals on non-ferrous eyelets) etc. (Figure 
2.17; cf. Figures 1.36 & Figure 2.16). As for the third group, it has been 
suggested of some that they have been removed from sidecaps and inserted 
into fake peaked caps, while others argue that zinc is insufficiently malleable 
to be reused in this way (Ralph Heinz pers comm.). Another possibility is 
that they are in fact modern and have been crushed in order to disguise an 
incorrect eyelet or because the faker who produced them did not have the 
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Figure 2.17 


Fake eyelets. The divergence between 
these eyelets and the real thing (cf. 
Figure 2.16) together with their 
incorrect associations (cap type, fabric, 
insignia, manufacturer etc.) is in most 
cases enough by iself to distinguish the 
caps in which they occur from the real 
thing. Top left: brassy-looking eyelets 
in a fake typical of the Lago-Wagner 
group. Upper middle left: eyelets in a 
cap belonging to the Statter-Wagner 
group with cut (as oposed to split) 

and folded (as opposed to riveted) 
“rivet” petals. Lower middle left: painted 
rivets in a Brandl. The paint continues 
onto the rivet petals. Bottom left: steel 
eyelet riveted onto a flat, probably 
aluminium washer (no authentic WW2 
German army tropical peaked caps 
have flat or aluminium washers). Top 
right: eyelets in a cap belonging to the 
RB-Nr group with flared rivet petals. 
Upper middle right: modern painted 
eyelets in an Erel. Lower middle right: 
brown painted, probably non-ferous 
eyelets incorrectly split into eight (as 
opposed to six or less) petals in a cap 
belonging to the pseudo-Greiling group. 
Eyelets in the tropical peaked cap are 
hardly ever dark brown. Bottom right: 
red-coloured eyelets with oxidized steel 
rivet petals in a cap belonging to the 
Heereszeugamt group. Photos: eBay; 
Thoms (AKF); WAF 


Figure 2.18 


Authentic-looking fake eyelets. Top 
and upper middle: eyelets in caps 
stamped Clemens Wagner and Almi. 
(The authenticity of the Clemens 
Wagner and the Almi have been 

hotly contested but in my view both 
are fake). Lower middle: eyelets in 

an anachronistic model 1_OR cap 
stamped Landes Lief Genossenschaft... 
Mitteldeutschland (see the Lodsworth 
group, below). Bottom: mangled 
modern or (more likely) reused eyelets. 
Photos: Ralph Heinz; WAF 
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tool necessary to rivet them correctly. The challenge here is to distinguish 
between period eyelets that were badly riveted in the factory, reused eyelets 
and deliberately mangled fakes (Figure 2.18). The very few WW2 German 
army tropical peaked caps without any eyelets have to be assessed using the 
other variables outlined in this essay. 

The last is exemplified by what | will call the “Feldstein eyelet”. On 
the Wehrmacht Awards forum is a thread discussing a new-looking tropical 
officers’ sidecap, the rarest of all German army tropical caps, stamped with 
the name Robert Feldstein Berlin and dated 1941 (WAF 2016). Feldstein 
is a maker unknown to the collecting community. Eyelets used in tropical 
sidecaps are identical to those used in the German army tropical peaked 
cap and the eyelet shown, though reckoned to be riveted to a smaller than 
usual washer, looks very like a standard tan enamelled tropical eyelet with 
folded-in rivets. The cap is also made of authentic-looking gabardine twill. All 
the contributors to the thread agree, however, that there is something wrong 
with it. They think the name Feldstein a corruption of the known maker, Robert 
Lubstein, whose stamp was similar to that in the cap and who made the very 
few known tropical officers’ sidecaps. The cloth used in it and the insignia 
are a mixture of fake (the cockade is identical to that shown in Figures 2.10, 
top right, 2.12 & 2.33) and authentic or authentic-looking. | can think of five 
possible alternative explanations for this. First, there was a sidecap maker by 
the name of Feldstein; second, the stamp is a fake and the cap (except for the 
cockade) real; third, the photos are leading us astray; fourth, the whole thing 
is a hoax and the eyelet doesn’t in fact belong to the cap shown; and last, the 
cap is fake but incorporates authentic and/ or authentic looking material. | 
would like to think that it is one of the first four because if it is not, it means 
that at some point fakers had plausible eyelets and the tools and ability to fix 
them properly. 

Authentic-looking enamelled eyelets also occur in a fake 1940-dated 
model 1_O cap attributed to Clemens Wagner (which has the same fake 
cockade as the Feldstein sidecap) (Figure 2.18, top), who made the tropical 
sidecap but not—as far as we know—1940/41-dated army tropical peaked 
caps, and a model 1_OR attributed to Aug. Schellenberg, Berlin (Figure 
2.6), another manufacturer of tropical caps but not the army tropical peaked 
cap. Authentic-looking eyelets without enamel occur in aberrant caps 
attributed to Almi (possibly of zinc plated steel) (Figure 2.18, upper middle), 
Lago Mitteldeutschland (Figure 2.18, lower middle) and L.L. Gen Mutzen 
Niedersachsen Hersteller, all WW2 hat manufacturers, but amongst which only 
Lago made the tropical peaked cap. The potential implications of this are major 
and need to be faced squarely by any student of Afrikakorps material culture. 


Modification 


Individually or in combination, aberrant insignia application for the 
manufacturer or date (Figures 2.7, 2.19, right & 2.42), evidence for the opening 
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Figure 2.19 


The restoration of this cap—a Gustav Thomas—is given away by the eagle 
application, which is incorrect for the manufacturer; the different cottons used to 
apply the eagle and cockade; the different conditions of the eagle and cockade; and 
the soutache, which looks fake but is correctly applied, suggesting the possibility that 
the cap has been opened (see Figure 2.20). Photos: Ed Hicks 


and re-sewing of the cap lining (Figures 2.19 & 2.20, left), different cottons 
used to apply the insignia (Figure 2.19), attachments (such as a sweatband) that 
could hide or disguise a modification (Figure 2.13), hand copies of machine- 
stitching (Figure 2.19, right), relic stitch holes (Figure 2.20, left) or stitches 
(Figure 2.20, right), and the wrong relationship of the stitching to the insignia 
for the manufacturer (Figure 2.41)—indeed anything out of sequence— 
may be indicative of reapplied, or non-period applied insignia. It should be 
emphasized, however, that for insignia application, just as for many of the 
traits described above, there are apparently authentic exceptions to the rule. 


Figure 2.20 


Further evidence of restoration/ modification. Left: the lining of the Thomas shown 
in Figure 2.19. A line of empty stitch holes above the extant stitching of the lining 
supports the view that this cap has been opened. Right: an incorrectly applied 
replacement eagle on a Carl Halfar overlying the cap’s original zigzag-lock stitch. 
Photos: AKF; Ed Hicks 
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Patina 

The variable impact of time on a cap, of its use and later ownership, though 
more ambiguous, is also an important diagnostic tool. Time is inimitable. In 
copying its impact, the best a faker can hope for is a shallow simulacrum of it, 
and provided that the student has fully considered the relationship of cause 
and effect, he or she will soon get to the bottom of this. 

The exact combination of weathering, wear and staining characteristic of 
authentic caps, perhaps because so variable, is difficult to imitate. Restorations 
can be given away by inconsistent wear patterns across the insignia (Figure 
2.19), the individual pieces having had different use histories prior to their 
attachment to the cap on which they are found, and by clumsy attempts by 
restorers to distress these to a similar condition (Figure 2.19, right); post-war 
attachments—of soutaches or the Gebirgsjager edelweiss—by the absence 
of an underlying, unfaded shadow; out-and-out fakes by an implausible 
mixture of dirt and wear or a mismatch between that on the inside and 
that on the outside of the cap. Complete absence of patina (Figure 2.29), 
in particular when it occurs across a group of caps, should also be treated 
with caution. Even an unissued cap, for example, will have fold marks—and 
often profounder than in issued caps. Finally, many fakes caps are enhanced 
with an everyday period-looking modification such as bleaching (Figure 
2.21, middle), the removal of a—fake—soutache (Figures 2.21, middle inset 
& 2.26, top right), taking-in or letting-out (Figure 2.21, bottom), or by the 
addition of a piece of insignia, such as officers’ piping (Figure 2.21, top) or 
the Gebirgsjager edelweiss. 

In assessing the authenticity of a cap’s patina, the key question for the 
student is: are its components, its causes and current appearance, consistent 
with the cap’s likely use history? If not, the cap may very well be a fake. The 
problem is that some fakes are now so old, or have been used in such a way 
that they have themselves acquired a genuine patina very similar to that of 
period caps. 


History 

If your friend’s grandfather served in North Africa during WW2 and told your 
friend that he picked up a cap he gave him at El Alamein, there is a good chance 
that it is the truth. True, your friend’s grandfather may have misremembered 
exactly where he picked it up, and it may have been El Agheila, not El 
Alamein, or he may have embellished the story and in actual fact took it off 
a POW while serving as a camp guard in Egypt or Algeria, or swapped it for 
a couple of packets of American cigarettes back at the depot in England. But 
it’s unlikely to be a complete lie. A verifiable veteran provenance of this sort 
is the best guarantee that any military antique is authentic and ultimately 
almost everything we can say with confidence about the tropical peaked cap 
descends from caps with such a provenance. Though mostly unpublished, 
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many of the caps in the Database 
do have such a provenance (Table 
1.3). But the sources of such 
material are fading fast; and as it 
passes from veteran to veteran's 
family, veteran’s family to dealer 
and dealer to collector, or whatever 
sequence it goes through, so too 
does the authenticating anecdotal 
record that it carries with it. 

Provenance, however, is easy 
to fake. Your “friend” or “friendly 
dealer”, recognizing the value of 
authentic caps may simply lie to 
you. “It was brought back by a New 
Zealand vet”; “the hat was taken 
by the vendors father in late 1943 
from North Africa, he then went 
on to wear it daily in his work as a 
French polisher, his wife removed 
the swastika, which is still 
with the cap”; “it is from 
an old collection”; “original 
German WW2 visor cap. Don’t 
know anything about these hats. 
My husband has up and left his 
wife of 30yrs and 4 children!! He 
has drained our bank account and 
his [sic] still out partying at £800 a 
night with escorts and prostitutes. 
| need to pay bills please help! 
He has a collection worth over 
$400,000 that | don’t know what 
to do with.” All of these have been 
used. 

Unless the provenance of a 
cap was properly documented 
at the time it was first collected, 
and collectors can be quite coy 


about the exact origins of the caps Figure 2.21 
in their possession, it will almost — Modified fakes. Top: fake to which officers’ 
certainly be impossible to prove or braid has been added. Middle: bleached 


disprove; and the same is true for fake from which a the soutache has been 

ies removed (Statter-Wagner group). Bottom: 
a plausibly faked provenance. For fake with an expanded back. Photos: AKF; 
both, the best the student has is the William Kramer 
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owner's word, and for a variety of reasons, both honest and dishonest, this is 
not always reliable. 


Staging 

Both patina and made-up stories are used to hide or deflect attention from 
the shortcomings of fake caps. Another technique of obfuscation is simply 
not to show, shade or to throw out of focus, the part of the cap that gives 
it away as a fake. Do not buy—or, if you are a student, buy into—a cap 
if you cannot clearly see the interior and exterior of its eyelets, the fabrics 
used in its construction, its insignia attachment, the construction of its 
sweatband (if it has one), the underside of its peak, or any other aspect 
or combination of aspects of it required to differentiate the real from the 
fake. 


FAKES IN THE DATABASE 


As noted above fakes are of three types: the modern reproduction always 
intended to deceive or subsequently modified to deceive; the honest restoration, 
not originally intended to deceive, but which has been detached from its history 
of restoration; and the dishonest modification always intended to deceive. 

Known reproduction tropical peaked caps always intended to deceive 
or subsequently modified to deceive range from very poor to quite good. 
Most are what collectors call “one-look fakes”. A few of these have sneaked 
into the literature (e.g. Scipion & Bastian 1996, 35 bottom) and into museum 
collections, and regularly collectors who have been convinced, or have 
convinced themselves that they might be authentic, present them on militaria 
forums for verification. In a sense, however, these are not “fakes” at all, since 
few of them would fool an experienced collector or student, and there is 
no chance of them ever permanently entering and distorting the record of 
authentic issue caps. A smaller number are similar to the real thing, or fall 
into the penumbra of doubt surrounding our knowledge of exactly which 
manufacturers made what and how. These occasionally fool. Once again, 
however, it seems unlikely that any of them will ever cause permanent damage 
to the record of authentic issue caps, but, because of their championing by 
a handful of misguided collectors, some of them owners of these caps, they 
cause a great deal of diversionary hand-wringing. The Database includes 
130-odd caps of both sorts, of which about half fall into one of a dozen or 
so subgroups, which—like the groups of authentic caps discussed in part 
1 of this essay—can be distinguished from each other on the basis of their 
differing typologies. The existence of these groups and a number of significant 
typological overlaps between them shows that the caps comprising them 
are the product of a very small number of professional faking operations. 
Particular groups of fakes are also associated with particular sales platforms 
(such as eBay and particular dealers in military antiques). Whether or not 
there is anything sinister in these relationships is uncertain. What is certain, 
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however, is that the manufacturers of the better individual fakes and of the 
better groups must have, or must have had, an intimate knowledge of the 
real thing. 

No doubt the Database also includes some perfect fakes. These remain 
unidentified and therefore ungrouped. As already noted, however, the best 
mimic the real thing exactly, and, except statistically, they are unlikely distort 
the record in a meaningful way. Among the perfect fakes, only those without 
parallels are a potential problem. 

In terms of our understanding of the WW2 German army tropical peaked 
cap, the most insidious of fakes are the post-war restoration (usually a cap to 
which the insignia has been reapplied), whose restoration history has been 
forgotten, and the deliberately deceptive, post-war modification, which, 
insofar as they falsify the cap’s true nature, have the potential seriously to 
muddy the record. These too are definitely present in the Database. Some 
modifications of course give themselves away; in other cases a record of the 
cap’s earlier incarnation survives (e.g. Seager Thomas 2018, fig. 9). It is unlikely, 
however, that | have successfully distinguished every one and | cannot rule 
out the possibility that these have compromised aspects of my work, a fact 
that should be born in mind by collectors and students using it. And even if | 
have successfully distinguished every one, this may be impossible to prove, 
a shortcoming, which will inevitably impact upon its believability—if not 
necessarily its accuracy. Where restorations and modifications are concerned, 
the researcher cannot win! 

Restored and modified caps do not fall into easily identifiable groups, 
but there is a trend in them from the non-standard and the late (caps 
unlikely to have been used in Africa), towards a perceived ideal of the early 
Afrikamutze, which is more charismatic, more desired by collectors and 
more valuable (Seager Thomas 2018, 9). Like reproductions, these too tend to 
be associated with particular—often the same—dealers in military antiques. 


FAKE GROUPINGS 
Everyday reproductions 


The Heereszeugamt group 

The Heereszeugamt group consists of model 1_OR and model 2_OR caps 
(Figure 2.22) with the same cut, fabrics, stitching, ventilation eyelets, patina, 
and insignia; some with fair approximations of authentic stamps, some with 
no stamps at all, and some stamped with garbled or made-up manufacturer 
names or numbers. Many are posted for sale on German eBay. It should 
be noted, however, that their principal eBay retailer, Heereszeugamt.com, 
does not claim that they are authentic; but on the contrary states explicitly 
that they are “nach-1945,” (post-1945), but they are occasionally presented 
online for authentication and more than once have been up for sale as the 
real thing. At the time of writing, for example, one was up for sale on eBay 
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described as a “rare afrika cap M40, worn and bleeched from sun and many 
washings... good old piece” [sic]. 

For the most part, these caps look like they have been stored in a damp 
cellar for a few years, which gives them an authentic-looking patina, but 
after a moment's reflection most students will realize that there is something 
wrong with them. The stitch length is too long; the exterior fabric (described 
by Heereszeugamt as “original”), though similar to period cotton gabardine, 
has a tufty-look untypical of authentic caps; and the interior fabric, though 
sometimes a plausible plain weave is more often twill. The configuration of the 
lines of stitching on the underside of the peak of the model 2_OR variant has 
no 1940-43 dated parallels (Figure 1.35); the construction of the sweatband 
differs from that of originals (Figure 1.33); and the eyelets (Figure 2.17, 
bottom right), although again similar to the real thing, leave anyone familiar 
with the real thing uneasy. In addition, some of the 2_ORs have RB-numbers, 
an anachronism; and others, the name of a manufacturer—Schlesische 
Miutzenfabrik—that did not make this model of cap (Figure 2.3, bottom left). 


Figure 2.22 
Typical reproduction 2_OR cap belonging to the Heereszeugamt group. Its purported 
manufacturer—Schlesische Mitzenfabrik—did not make the model 2_OR cap. Other 
giveaways of this cap—and the group as a whole—are its eyelets, its sweatband, its 
under-peak stitching, its twill lining fabric and its incorrect stamp. Photos: eBay 


Erel 
Erels are modelled on caps by, and are stamped with the name Robert 
Lubstein, Berlin. Like period Lubsteins they include model 1_O and model 
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1_OR caps, have a single line of stitching on the undersides of their peaks, 
soutaches folded between the brow and the peak of the cap and a cockade 
applied using machine straight-lock stitch. They are given away as modern 
caps by the manufacturer stamp, which differs from period Robert Lubstein 
stamps (Figures 1.49 & 1.51); by the ribbed twill from which they are made, 
which is coarser than that used in period caps; by their narrow soutache braid 
and reproduction cockades; and by their eyelets, which are painted matt or 
shiny green and riveted in a way never seen on period caps (Figure 2.17, 
upper middle right). Though sometimes found deliberately distressed (Figure 
2.23, right), Erels are not made to deceive. 


Figure 2.23 


New and deliberately distressed model 1_OR caps by Erel, the wartime manufacturer 
Robert Lubstein. Photos: eBay; WAF 


Opoike & Miiller 

Opoike & Miller is a misspelling of Opolka & Miller. Opolka & Muller was not 
a manufacturer of tropical peaked caps, and therefore there are no authentic 
caps against which the caps comprising this group can be compared. Most 
Opoika & Millers are such poor reproductions (Figure 2.24) that it is unlikely 
that their original manufacturer intended them to deceive. There are seven caps 
in the Database with the stamp, all slightly different, five of which are certainly 
attributable to a single faking operation, the tells of which include the removal 
of a poor reproduction eagle, very crude distressing (often not extending onto 
the inside) and a far-fetched, sometimes very funny accompanying story, 
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two of which | have quoted above (p. 153). Dated 1942, they include both 
model 1_OR and model 1_O caps. Other giveaways include fake cockades 
(Figures 2.10, bottom left & 2.24), stitching around the upper side the peak, 
a widely-separated double row of stitching above the peak (seen on some 
later model caps, but never 1_ORs) (Figure 2.24, top), incorrect fabrics (such 
as cotton duck used for the outer shell) (Figure 2.15, middle), and incorrect, 
brassy-looking or rusty steel ventilation eyelets riveted onto a flat washer. 
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Figure 2.24 


Model 1_OR caps belonging to the Opoike-Muller group. Note the fake insignia, 
the fabric (cotton duck), the heavy distressing, and on the upper cap, the incorrect 
additional lines of stitching on the top of, and above the peak. Photos: the Saleroom 


Gg. Schwert 

The Schwert group includes both model 1_OR and 2_OR caps stamped Gg 
Schwert Bamburg, which, like Opoike & Miller, was not a manufacturer of 
German army tropical peaked caps. They too are dated 1942. One is shown 
in Jacques Scipion & Yves Bastian’s (1996) book on WW2 German tropical 
uniforms (Scipion & Bastian 1996, 35, bottom). It is uncertain whether the 
group was originally intended to deceive or not, since it mixes authentic, 
authentic-looking and naively incorrect features, but when distressed, caps 
belonging to it photograph convincingly (Figures 2.8 & 2.25) and are routinely 
presented—if not always successfully passed off—as authentic. A possible 
link between the Schwert group and the more sophisticated Ankenbrand & 
Klaue, Brandl and pseudo-Greiling groups, discussed below, is suggested by 
its method of insignia application, in which the eagle is straight-lock stitched, 
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flipped, and straight-lock stitched, and the cockade straight-lock stitched 
(SL_F_SL/SL), which is only rarely associated with authentic caps. 

The principal giveaways of the group include a plastic peak with no 
stitching on the underside, and lacking the characteristic swelling around 
the edge usually associated with this; steel instead of zinc eyelets with a 
glossy green coating on the outside, which is similar in appearance to the 
enamel on authentic zinc eyelets, but which peels off like plastic (Figure 
2.25); a red twill instead of a plain weave lining and—for an authentic cap 
—an eccentrically positioned manufacturer stamp (Figures 2.4, lower middle 
& 2.25, lower right). All of the caps in the Database have authentic eagles, 
cockades and—possibly—soutache braid. On the model 1_ORs, the eagle 
and cockade are applied using machine straight-lock stitch; and on the model 
2_ORs, on which the eagle is hard up against the brim of the cap, the eagle 
and cockade are applied using machine zigzag-lock stitch. 


Figure 2.25 


Model 1_OR caps stamped Gg. Schwert. The principal giveaways of these two caps 

are their lack of under-peak stitching and their steel eyelets. The upper left hand cap 

has a plastic peak. Though quite poor reproductions, both sport authentic insignia 
(see also Figure 2.8). Photos: the Saleroom 


For most students, the group’s naive features would usually be an 
immediate giveaway, and—even though there are no authentic Schwerts 
against which they can be compared—Scipion and Bastian’s failure to 
recognize a cap belonging to the group for the fake that it is, is somewhat 
surprising, but it warns us of the possible danger in such caps. Also dangerous 
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is their potential as a source of insignia, the caps belonging to it having been 
around now for over twenty years, enough time to acquire a plausible-looking 
patina. 


The Lago-Wagner group 

The Lago-Wagner group comprises model 1_OR caps stamped with the 
names of at least three—and probably more—actual manufacturers of WW2 
German army tropical peaked caps. These caps are distinguishable as a 
group because of their identical cuts, sewing, fake insignia, distressing and 
—in the case of six out of seven caps in the Database belonging to it—eyelets 
(Figures 2.17, top left & 2.26). Two of the three manufacturer stamps definitely 
associated with it—Landes Lief Genossenschaft... Mitteldeutschland (2 caps) 
and Clemens Wagner (also two caps)—are indistinguishable from those used 
in the rather better “embroidered cockade” groups of fakes described below 
(cf. Figures 2.33-2.36), suggesting—once again—the possibility that all were 
the product of a single faking operation. Also definitely belonging to it is a 
cap with an aberrant Lago Berlin stamp. 

Possibly belonging it are a cap stamped Erich Bergmann, Ehersdorf (as 
opposed to the correct Erich Bergmann, Ebersdorf), which shares many of its 
traits of manufacture but which has different eyelets, and two caps with thick 
officers’ braid, one stamped Carl Halfar and one Karl Kubach (Figure 2.21, top). 

At first sight the Lago-Wagner group appears to be a very dangerous 
group indeed, primarily because of the caps’ eyelet rivets, which, though 
brassy, are plausibly folded into countersunk washers and recall rivets on 
some early “Continental” sidecaps (Figure 1.38, middle left), and a small 
group of aberrant tropical caps, which some commentators believe to be 
authentic (Figure A3.2); and because of their thorough distressing/ patination. 
After a moment's reflection, however, most students will begin to notice that 
they share both a common set traits of manufacture (the model represented, 
their eyelets and the way these are riveted, their under-peak stitching, their 
shape, and, on all but one of those in the Database, the way their eagles 
and cockades are attached—SL_F_HS/SL), and a common set of giveaways 
(patination by sandpaper, nicks in the cloth, the same aberrant stamps and 
in all but one, the same fake insignia), which show, on the one hand, that 
they are reproductions and on the other, that they are the work of a single 
faking operation. 


Figure 2.26 


Four fake model 1_OR caps belonging to the Lago-Wagner group. The Landes Lief 
Genossenschaft... Mitteldeutschland stamp with the number 21 in the corner, and 
the Clemens Wagner stamp are paralleled exactly in the “embroidered cockade” 
groups (see below). Note also the incorrect Lago Berlin stamp. The caps are given 
away as fakes and shown to be the work of a single faking operation by their eyelets, 
their fake insignia, their identical under-peak stitching, their stamps and the way 
they have been distressed. The eagle and cockade on the lower right cap (another 
“Clemens Wagner”) are authentic. Photos: eBay; Harry Cliffe 
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The “General officers’ cap” group 
The General officers’ cap lends 
itself to faking because only one 
possible Generals’ cap is known 
to have survived (Figure A1.9) 
and there is therefore little against 
which copies can be compared. The 
principal difficulty is establishing 
whether the divergence between 
purported General officers’ caps 
and caps known to be authentic, 
is the result of faking or tailor- 
making. For some caps, this may 
not be possible. Some, however, 
demonstrably belong to one or other 
of the other fake groups described 
here (e.g. Figure 2.32, bottom); 
others are given away by obvious 
errors—such as anachronisms and 
fake insignia; while others belong 
to a discrete “General officers’ 
cap” group (Figure 2.27). 

In the Database, this latter is 
represented by three gold-piped 
General officers’ caps and— 
possibly—a_silver-piped officers’ 
cap. It may also include some other 
ranks’ caps. While not identical to 
each other, these caps are linked 
by their linings, which are of twill 
rather than plain weave, a partial 
leather sweatband at the front, 
their soutaches, which—where 
present—are cut into rather than 
folded over the brow of the cap, 
painted exterior eyelets, and in 


Figure 2.27 


Gold-piped General officers’ caps. Fake 
Generals’ caps are difficult to identify 
because there are so few surviving 
Generals’ caps against which they can 
be compared. Likely giveaways of these 
three include the coloured soutaches, 
the golden eyelets and the lack of 
under-peak stitching. Photos: Becket 
Colon; Bob Hritz 
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three cases where the underside of the peak is visible, no under-peak stitching. 
The three Generals’ caps have similar gold braid and cockades applied 
using machine straight-lock stitch; and one of the Generals’ caps and the 
silver-piped officers’ cap, identical, well-formed but brassy-looking interior 
eyelets similar to those utilized in the Lago-Wagner group described above. 

Their sweatbands, however, are applied in different ways, their stamps 
differ and one has different interior eyelets. The Generals’ caps also have 
different eagles, in one case differently applied to those of the other two, 
and one has a yellow soutache, one a red soutache and the other none at 
all. Finally, the silver-piped officers’ cap has an additional line of stitching 
around its false turn-up and apparently tailor-made insignia. 

All share characteristics of the surviving possible Generals’ cap (a twill 
lining, non-standard eyelets, an additional line of stitching around the top of 
the false turn-up, etc.), which was tailor-made. What therefore makes these 
caps fake, instead of tailor-made? Firstly, they have characteristics of factory 
production, such as ink stamps in their interiors, and—in the case of the 
Generals’ caps—cockades applied in the same way, and yet the overall set 
of traits that characterizes them does not correspond to that of any known 
manufacturer of the WW2 German army tropical peaked cap, including those 
thought to have made the Generals’ version (Robert Lubstein, Karl Kubach 
and Bruno Kern) (Appendix 1); secondly, the names stamped in them, Breiter 
Miinchen and H. Steudel, are not those of known makers of WW2 German 
tropical caps; and lastly, General officers’ tropical peaked caps had gold, not 
coloured soutaches, and green or tan, not gold eyelets (cf. Figures A1.3 & A1.9) 


Quality fakes 


Ankenbrand & Klaue 

Two caps in the Database, a model 2_O and a model 2_OR, are stamped 
Ankenbrand & Klaue Uniformen, an authentic manufacturer of WW2 German 
uniforms but not of the tropical peaked cap. Both are similar—definitely from 
the same faker—and superficially plausible (Figure 2.28). 

Characteristic and plausible features of the two caps_ include: 
correct-looking cotton gabardine exterior and plain weave interior fabrics; 
eyelets, which are shiny green on the outside and have four rivet petals on the 
interior; an authentic eagle applied upside down using machine straight-lock 
stitch, flipped forward and finished also using machine straight-lock stitch 
and a cockade applied using machine straight-lock stitch (SL-F-SL/SL); a red 
soutache; two widely spaced lines of stitching above the peak, the upper 
of which is sewn over the cockade; and a single line of stitching on the 
underside of the peak. The officers’ cap also has correct looking officers’ 
piping (cf. Figure 1.49) and an authentic-looking intermediate-pattern 
cockade. 

Characteristic and implausible features of the two caps include: their 
mismatched, grubby appearance; a two piece sweatband consisting of green 
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Figure 2.28 


Model 2_O and 2_OR caps stamped Ankenbrand & Klaue. Note the clumsy 
distressing, the eyelet rivets (with four petals), the sweatband construction and the 
hessian stiffener at the base of the cap. Photos: WAF 


cotton plain weave and off-white leatherette, beneath which a band of 
hessian is visible—neither of which are correct for authentic model 2_O or 
model 2_OR caps; the colour of the stitching used to apply the soutache (not 
red); and the manufacturer stamp, which is not that of a known manufacturer 
of tropical peaked caps. In addition, the model 2_OR cap has a fake cockade 
of the sort shown in Figure 2.10, top left; while the reoccurrence of features, 
such the red soutache, the eyelets with four rivet petals, and the patina, which 
could just about be accepted on a single cap, are implausible across two. 

As noted above, a link between it and the Schwert, Brandl and 
pseudo-Greiling groups is suggested by the rare method of insignia 
application, which is used for all four. Other points of correspondence 
between the Ankenbrand & Klaue group and these other groups include the 
under-peak stitching, which in Ankenbrand & Klaue’s is the same as that used 
in the pseudo-Greiling group, and the materials used in, and the method of 
construction of its sweatbands, which are similar to those employed in the 
Brandl group. 


Hans Brandl 

“Over 20 years ago a huge quantity of Afrika Korps long trousers, breeches, 
webbing belts without buckles and bundles of Afrika Korps overseas caps 
were found on the Bavarian/Austrian border area. Many of the sidecaps were 


made by the Company Hans 
Brandl [sic] of Magdeburg and 
were stamped with their name 
and address, plus the numbers 
‘842’ [August 1942] which so far 
to date have not been identified. 
Recently a small quantity of 
possibly 15 of the 2nd model 
peaked field cap have been 
discovered in the same _ area, 
also produced by Hans Brandl 
with the ‘842’ number affixed. 
Amongst the 15 at least 12 were 
of the same material, three were 
of a slightly lighter weight ribbed 
material. We have three in our 
possession, all are in the heavier 
weight ribbed material, they are 
with their complete and original 
Bevo woven Afrika Korps eagle 
and cockade”. This quote is 
attributed to a UK militaria dealer 
(O'Keefe 2008). Of course the 
peaked caps concerned are fakes 
(Figure 2.29). 

The Database includes three 
Brandls, two in a fabric similar to 
my cotton gabardine (G) and one 
in a coarse ribbed twill. 

Despite the different fabrics, 
there is no doubt that they belong 
to a single typological group. The 
stamps do read “Brandl”, not 
Brandt, the actual manufacturer 
of tropical sidecaps in the hoard 


Figure 2.29 


One of three model 4_OR caps in 
the Database stamped Hans Brandl 
(with an “I” at the end). These caps 
were claimed to have been found 
alongside a well-known hoard of 
unissued tropical Schiffchen, many 
of which were stamped Hans Brandt 
(with a “t” at the end). They are of 
course fake. Photos: the Saleroom 
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referred to. All three have authentic-looking later and late insignia, attached 
using machine straight-lock stitch in the manner already described for the 
Schwert and Ankenbrand & Klaue groups (SL-F-SL/SL), not the technique used 
by Hans Brandt for its tropical sidecaps (SL/SL) (Figure 2.30). The eyelets are 
of bare metal or painted instead of enamelled green, the colour continuing 
onto the rivet petals, which fold over a correct-looking countersunk washer, 
evoking those of Schlesische Mitzenfabrik and Karl Kubach (Figure 2.17, 
lower middle left; cf. Figure 1.37, middle left). The stitching on the underside 
of, and immediately above the peak is the same on all three. Their peaks 
swell around the edge like those of authentic caps; and they have identical 
sweatbands made from two, instead of three pieces of cloth: off-white 
leatherette and green plain weave. Finally, though one is deeply creased, all 
are in unused condition (Figures 2.29 & 30)—that is to say, no attempt has 
been made to deliberately distress them. 


Figure 2.30 


Eagle and cockade application on a fake Hans Brandl tropical peaked cap (left) and 
an authentic Hans Brandt tropical sidecap (right). (The sidecap’s soutache is a modern 
addition). Photos: Mike Donne 


The trouble with these caps is twofold. On the one hand, they incorporate 
authentic and authentic-/ooking material, and on the other, there are no 
authentic WW2 German army tropical peaked caps by Brandt/Brandl against 
which to compare them (Hans Brandt made tropical sidecaps, but not the 
peaked cap). Because of this, discussion of them has been side-tracked by 
differences between the stamps in them and in authentic Brandt sidecaps 
(Figure 2.3, top right), when we know that some period manufacturers used 
more than one stamp, and by arguments about workshop management, 
such as whether or not sidecaps and peaked caps by the same manufacturer 
would or would not have the same type of ventilation eyelets, which being 
unknowable are irrefutable. Yet all the time, the misspelling of the name 
on the stamp, the insignia application, the structure of the sweatband and 


the ventilation eyelets, which 
though similar to the real thing, are 
definitely different, screamed fake! 


The pseudo-Greiling group 

There are seventeen of these pseudo- 
Greilings in the Database, nine 
model 1_Os, seven model 1_ORs 
and a General officers’ cap. Many 
features of them—but particularly 
their insignia application—are 
similar to those of authentic caps by 
Greiling (Figures 1.60 & 1.66) and 
hence the name of the group. 

In terms of their structure and 
materials, they are related, but they 
are not identical (Figure 2.31 & 
2.32). All of the model 1_ORs and 
several model 1_Os have an outer 
shell of green cotton gabardine, and 
are assembled with identical thread 
of a lighter (yellower) colour; and 
most have or had soutaches folded 
between the peak and the base of 
the false turn-up. All but one have 
a single line of stitching around 
the underside of the peak and a 
single (SO) or partially oversewn 
(MPO) line above the peak. Their 
eagles and cockades are authentic 
but of different types, in all but 


Figure 2.31 


Model 1_OR caps belonging to the 
pseudo-Greiling group of fakes. Pseudo- 
Greilings stand out as a group because 
of their identical insignia application, 
under-peak stitching and—the principal 
indicator that they are indeed fake— 
the recurrent use of a limited range of 
fake eyelet types. Typically the left end 
of the eagle’s wing (looking at the cap 
from the front) is double-stitched. Most 
pseudo-Greilings have a size stamp but 
not a manufacturer stamp. Photos: Dan 
Driscoll; Stuart Schultz; WAF 
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Figure 2.32 


Model 1_O cap and Generals’ cap 
belonging to the pseudo-Greiling group 
of fakes. Photos: Ed Cotton; Proxibid; 
WAF 


one case, the eagle applied upside 
down using machine straight-lock 
stitch, flipped forward and finished 
also using machine straight-lock 
stitch, and the cockade applied 
using machine straight-lock stitch 
(SL_F_SL/SL)—the method used by 
Greiling. Typically the left end of 
the eagle’s wing (looking at the cap 
from the front) is double-stitched. 
Four silver-piped officers’ caps 
are in buff ribbed twill (Figures 
2.15, lower middle & 2.32). Most 
have green painted eyelets, with 
eight petals folded over a flat or 
countersunk washer (Figure 2.31); 
and two, both in buff twill, have 


brown painted eyelets (Figure 2.15, 
lower middle). A few caps—most of 
them with eight-petalled eyelets— 
also have individual eyelets with 
no petals at all (Figure 2.31). None 
is heavily worn or distressed but 
several have dark grease marks on 
the interior behind the peak. 

The ventilation eyelets used 
and the extent of the variation in 
the group as a whole is enough 
to distinguish the pseudo-Greiling 
from any single make of authentic 
WW2 German army _ tropical 
peaked cap. The similarity between 
them and authentic Greilings has 
led one commentator to suggest that 
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they were assembled post-war from unfinished caps (WAF 2013). It is my view 
that the use of the same cotton for all visible stages of construction and across 
several pseudo-Greilings in the Database, undermines this interpretation; as 
does the recurrent use of unconvincing soutache braid, of eagle and cockade 
types (ED.2 and CB.1) not seen on period Greilings, and minority fabrics 
and fabric colours never used by Greiling (Tables 1.4—1.6). The pseudo- 
Greiling is just another fake made from scratch with the intention to deceive. 


Figure 2.33 


Controversial 1940-dated 
model 1_O cap stamped 
Clemens Wagner. Note 
the plausible-looking but 
(for the purported date) 
incorrect tan eyelets, the 
embroidered (as opposed 
to Bevo woven) cockade 
and the stamp. Photos: 
Ralph Heinz 


Caps with embroidered cockades 

Online discussion of a unique model 1_O cap stamped Clemens Wagner 
and dated 1940 (Figure 2.33) has been particularly vexed. Closely associated 
with this cap typologically are caps in the Database stamped with four other 
names, Lago Mitteldeutschland, Schlesische Mitzenfabrik, Willy Sprengpfeil 
and Gebr. Statter, which form two distinguishable, but clearly related 
sub-groups, the Sprengpfeil-Wagner group to which the model 1_O Clemens 
Wagner belongs, and the Statter-Wagner group. Both are also related to 
the Lago-Wagner group of fakes described above, with which they share at 
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least two manufacturer stamps. Together these three groups of fakes provide 
compelling evidence for what appears to be another single big or long-term 
faking operation. 
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Figure 2.34 
Fake model 2_OR cap stamped Landes Lief Genossenschaft... Mitteldeutschland. 
Everything about this cap is wrong: the embroidered cockade, the eagle, which is 
unparalleled across the 340 authentic caps comprising the Database, the soutache, its 
painted, steel rivets with six petals, the sweatband, in which cotton twill stands in for 
the usual leatherette, and the number 21 on the stamp. Photos: Robert Edwards 


The Sprengpfeil-Wagner group. The 1940-dated Clemens Wagner cap (Figure 
2.33) stands out from the bulk of authentic caps in the Database because of 
its stamp, which differs from Clemens Wagner stamps on authentic tropical 
sidecaps, and because of its cockade, which instead of being Bevo woven, is 
embroidered. To students who believe that the typological range of authentic 
tropical caps is limited, these are immediate warning signs. The cap, however, 
has very plausible eyelets (Figure 2.18, top) (its supporters make great play 
of a notion that it would not be possible to transfer eyelets from one cap to 
another without damaging them); it is made from authentic-looking materials; 
and the Clemens Wagner stamp is the same as that in a Luftwaffe cap with 
what, at least until recently, was believed to be a good veteran provenance 
(Ralph Heinz pers. comm.) (Figure 2.35). It is also worth mentioning that 
Clemens Wagner, as well as the purported manufacturer of another cap in 
the group (Willy Sprengpfeil) was based in Hamburg, far from the Berlin/ 
Silesia focus of tropical uniform manufacturer in 1940, and may have 
sourced its materials—including the insignia used for its caps—elsewhere. 
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| am not qualified to comment on the authenticity of the Luftwaffe cap 
and it is of course impossible to prove that there was not an otherwise 
unknown variant of the tropical cap cockade. Despite this, the case against 
this cap, and the other caps in the group, seems overwhelming. 

The first problem is of course the cockade, a rare variant, which is associated 
exclusively with non-conforming caps—amongst which, importantly, is the 
Feldstein sidecap discussed above and several tropical peaked caps, which 
can be ruled fake on other grounds (Figures 2.10, top right & 2.34). The 
second is the rectangular manufacturer stamp, which, where it occurs on army 
tropical peaked caps is likewise associated exclusively with non-conforming 
examples, including two unambiguous naive fakes in the Lago-Wagner group 
(Figure 2.26, bottom) (suggesting either that one provided a model for the 
other or that they are in fact the same—i.e. all fake). In addition, it is a model 


Figure 2.35 


Clemens Wagner stamps in an authentic tropical sidecap and 1942-dated Luftwaffe 
cap with “a good veteran provenance”. Photos: Ralph Heinz 
& VirtualGrenadier 


1_O cap, a model otherwise thought exclusive to Robert Lubstein; its officers’ 
piping (and that of two other officers’ caps in the group) differs from that used 
by Lubstein and other confirmed WW2 makers of officers’ tropical peaked 
caps; its eyelets are the wrong colour for the period (tan instead of green) 
(Table 1.8); and, as noted, its purported place of manufacturer falls outside 
the Berlin/ Silesia area, where tropical uniform manufacturer was focused 
in 1940 (McGuirk 2014a). Finally, characteristics of its patination, such as 
its bent peak and the rubbing (in fact most probably sanding) of the top of 
the soutache, reoccur across the group and the associated Lago-Wagner and 
Statter-Wagner groups (cf. Figures 2.26 & 2.36). 

The wider Sprengpfeil-Wagner group in the Database includes a second 
(1941-dated) model 1_O cap stamped Clemens Wagner (Figure 2.12), a model 
1_O cap stamped Willy Sprengpfeil, and two model 2_OR caps stamped 
Landes Lief Genossenschaft... Mitteldeutschland, with the “workshop” 
number 21 in the lower right hand corner of the stamp, a number currently 
unknown on authentic caps by this manufacturer (Figure 2.34; cf. Figure 
2.26, upper middle right). One of the latter is anachronistically dated 1941 
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and both have questionable eyelets and aberrant sweatbands, in one of which 
cotton twill stands in for leatherette. The eyelets of the Sprengpfeil are similar to 
those on one of the Lago Mitteldeutschlands. | have not seen the undersides 
of the peaks of either of the Clemens Wagners, but the other three caps have 
similarly-spaced under-peak stitching. 


The Statter-Wagner group. The Statter-Wagner group includes a disputed 
model 1_OR cap stamped Clemens Wagner (Figure 2.36, bottom right), a 
model 1_OR cap, possibly stamped Landes Lief Genossenschaft... Munchen 


Figure 2.36 


Fake model 1_OR (bottom right) and 2_OR caps belonging to the Statter-Wagner 
group. Note the brushed woven cockades (see also Figure 2.10, upper middle right), 
the similar golden yellow soutaches and enamelled eyelets with cut (instead of split) 
rivet petals, and in the model 2_OR, the aberrant sweatband. Photos: VirtualGrenadier 
& unknown 


(Figure 2.21, middle), and a model 2_OR cap stamped Gebr. Statter (Figure 
2.36, top & left), all of them in different fabrics. In my view, the Wagner and 
the Statter are unquestionably by the same manufacturer. They have the same 
brushed embroidered insignia (which differs slightly from that used in the 
Sprengpfeil Wagner group) (Figure 2.10, upper middle right), the same insignia 
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application (SL-F-HS/SL), the same cut (as opposed to split) eyelet petals, the 
same under-peak stitching, the same rare, golden yellow soutache and the 
manufacturer stamps of both are without established authentic parallels in 
the Database. The Landes Lief Genossenschaft has been bleached and very 
heavily distressed (Figure 2.21, middle), and it has a different embroidered 
cockade (Figure 2.10, bottom right), but it has the same cut eyelet petals 
(Figure 2.17, upper middle left), the same under-peak stitching and once 
again the stamp has no authentic parallels. It also once had the same rare, 
golden yellow soutache (Figure 2.21, middle inset). 

| believe the Statter-Wagner group to be by the same faker as the 
Sprengpfeil-Wagner group because its Wagner stamp is identical to that used 
for the Sprengpfeil-Wagner group; because its under-peak stitching is similar; 
because in sweatbands of model 2_OR caps belonging to both groups (Figures 
2.34 & 2.36), cotton twill stands in for leatherette; because caps belonging 
to the two groups have been distressed in the same way; because of their 
common use of embroidered cockades; and because an officers’ sidecap 
stamped Robert Lubstein 1941, very similar to the Feldstein sidecap discussed 
above (p. 150), sports the fake cockade used in it and eyelets identical to 
eyelets used in the Sprengpfeil-Wagner group. The true nature of the caps 
comprising it are given away by the embroidered cockade, which like that 
used for the Sprengpfeil-Wagner group, is never seen on authentic caps, by 
their incorrect, cut rivet petals and by their rare golden yellow soutaches, 
the occurrence of which on three similarly aberrant caps attributed to three 
different manufacturers is quite simply unbelievable. 


The Lodsworth group 

During the writing of this paper a new group of fakes emerged, which 
comprises a range of quite different caps, distinguishable as a group because 
of their common origin (the website of a single military antiques dealer), 
a consistent combination of authentic, authentic-looking and, in authentic 
caps, unparalleled features, and the use in them of the same red-brown cotton 
to apply the insignia, which in every case comprises an early eagle and a late 
cockade (Figure 2.37 & 2.38). 

Why do | think the group comprises fakes and not just a random cluster 
of caps with aberrant features, the existence of which | have acknowledged 
again and again throughout this study? All have real insignia; several are 
without parallel amongst the caps within the Database, which are known 
to be authentic, and therefore impossible to debunk; and their eyelets are 
similar to those of some authentic caps. 

The overarching reason is that as a group, it straddles caps of a range 
of types (models 1_OR, 2_OR, 3_OR and 4_OR), purported manufacturers 
(Halfar, Kubach, Lago Mitteldeutschland and, not a known manufacturer of 
tropical peaked caps, L.L. Gen Mutzen Niedersachsen) and implicit dates 
(1941-3). Groups such as this simply do not exist amongst authentic caps. In 
addition, every cap has something wrong with it. The named Halfar has a rare 
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This cap is an anachronism— 
model 2_OR caps were not 


introduced till 1942 and the 
pattern of cockade is rare on 


caps of its purported date. The 
construction of the sweatband, 
which comprises two instead 

of three pieces of cloth, is also 


Figure 2.37 
The Lodsworth group of fakes. 
Photos: Dan Rempfer 


incorrect. The stitching both on the 
underside of, and above the peak 


is wrong for a cap by Kubach, as 
are the eyelets, and Kubachs are 
usually—but perhaps not always— 
made from cotton gabardine, 
not ribbed twill. The “M” between 
the size and the date stands 
for Munich, and Mainz Kastel, 
stamped in this cap, is nowhere 


near Munich. The cap’s eagle and 


cockade are authentic 
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cockade for the model (3_OR) (see Table 1.5); the letter “a” in its stamp is the 
wrong shape; and the red-brown thread used to apply the insignia, the wrong 
colour (see Part 1, pp. 90 & 99; cf. Figure 1.17). A 1941-dated Kubach model 
2_OR is an anachronism as—very possibly—is its late type CD.2 cockade. 
It also has the wrong eyelet riveting and the wrong under and above peak 
stitching for a Kubach, and the sweatband is constructed incorrectly (at least 
for an authentic1942-43 sweatband) (Figure 2.37). A later-dated Kubach 
has the wrong insignia application for the manufacturer, a mint eagle and 
a worn cockade. The Lago Mitteldeutschland is the wrong model (1_OR) 
for the manufacturer, has incorrect under-peak stitching and has the wrong 
insignia application. Finally, L.L. Gen Mutzen Niedersachsen is not a known 
manufacturer of tropical peaked caps. 

Given the overall quality of these caps, these flaws seem anomalous, 
as if the faker were deliberately toying with us; but perhaps he or she just 
did not do their research? Either way, each challenges the credibility both of 
the individual cap and of the wider group. Collectively they overwhelm it. 


Figure 2.38 
Purportedly by four different manufacturers and of two different dates, the caps 
belonging to the Lodsworth group have the same late insignia applied with the same 
thread—a sure sign of faking (see also Figure 2.37). Photos: WAF 


RB-Nr 0/0520/0017 

The last group of fakes within the Database that | would like to highlight 
comprises four model 4_OR caps with buff plain weave sweatbands, of which 
three have crept into the record without comment. One is stamped RB-Nr 
0/0520/0017, the other three, with undecipherable numbers (Figure 2.39). 
The caps are in fabrics of different texture and colour and, in the condition they 
were when last posted online (two had been modified), quite distinct, but all 
three share traits of manufacturer that are either incorrect for caps numbered 
RB-Nr 0/0520/0017 (see Part 1, pp. 116-17), or incorrect for tropical peaked 
caps generally. The former include their original insignia application (SL_F_ 
SL/SL) (Figure 2.39, top right), the method used in the Ankenbrand & Klaue, 
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Brandl, pseudo-Greiling, Lago-Wagner and Schwert groups described above; 
the colour of the sweatband; an intermediate to widely-spaced double line 
of stitching on the underside of their peaks (these tend to be closer together 
on authentic 0/0520/0017s); and their stamps. The latter, their eyelets, which 
are almost, but not quite, correct (Figure 2.17, top right); and the structure of 
their sweatbands in which coarse twill stands in for the usual leatherette and 
which comprise two pieces of cloth only (cf. Part 1, p. 117). 


Figure 2.39 


Fake 0/0520/0017 numbered caps. These caps are given away as fakes by the stamp, 
which differs from that of authentic 0/0520/0017 numbered caps, their flared eyelets 
and their incorrect sweatbands. Photos: WAF 


THE PERFECT FAKE 


Somewhere amongst the apparently authentic caps in the Database is the 
“perfect” fake—probably more than one. | have no doubt about this. Perhaps 
the Schlesische Mitzenfabrik with the atypical eyelets (Appendix 3), or one 
or more of the mint soutached caps, or one of the one-offs (the Karl Naubert 
or the single 0-0721-0074 numbered cap), of which many appear to have 
imperfectly riveted eyelets. | don’t know. Whichever it is or they are, it or they 
look just like the real thing or there is nothing against which it or they can 
easily be compared. 

The perfect fake is perfect, so how can we identify it? The straight answer 
is that we cannot, not definitively, but for most fakes there will be clues. 
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The most important of these is patination. Over time, all caps will decay. 
The rate at which this occurs is impossible accurately to calibrate and its 
assessment cannot be done scientifically; but owing to the different variable 
inputs outlined in Part 1 (pp. 15-18), it is also difficult to fake convincingly. It 
often doesn’t show clearly in photographs, and it has been of little use to me 
here. Indeed, having handled only very few authentic WW2 German army 
tropical peaked caps myself, my “feel” for an authentic patina is probably 
not what it needs to be to be truly useful. But for a museum curator or an 
experienced collector who has handled many fakes along with authentic 
earlier, later and contemporary uniform material, it can be a very useful 
analytical tool indeed. 

Then there are faker signatures and tells: the first deliberate and the 
second involuntary. The manufacturers of reproductions (including those 
intended to deceive) often deliberately mark their products, either out of 
concern to distinguish them from the real thing or as an egotistical joke at 
the expense of the people they—the deliberate fakers—set out to dupe. The 
name “Feldstein”, which is a common Jewish name, on the tropical sidecap 
discussed above (p. 150), may be an example of the latter, but deliberate 
signatures need not be as unsubtle as this. | for one would be suspicious of 
any previously unknown manufacturer’s name or number, or any new trait 
variable. Tells are more difficult, as their identification requires the analysis of 
more than one example of an individual faker’s work. An example, however, 
might be a trait variable distinguishable across a series of caps by apparently 
different manufacturers such as the double stitching of the eagle seen in the 
pseudo-Greiling group. 

Another likely giveaway is quantity. Successful fakers usually produce 
many fakes. A group of caps with a previously unknown manufacturer name 
or number, or a new trait variable should therefore raise more doubts than a 
single one (cf. Peterson 1975, 88-93). We should consider the origins or any 
new group of caps. It is my impression, for example, that many of the best fake 
WW? German army tropical peaked caps have their origins in Germany, exactly 
where we might expect to find the original cloth, insignia and eyelets necessary 
to make them. Other groups have turned up in Canada, the United Kingdom and 
the United States. We also need to look critically at different caps sold by dealers 
who have a good knowledge of the field, but who have shown themselves to 
unscrupulous. 

To identify the “perfect” fake, therefore, we need to see more caps not less, 
and to look at them at a variety of scales of engagement, from the individual 
trait (the possible signature or tell), to groups of caps and the regions across 
which these occur. (Those collectors who discourage disclosure because 
they think it helps the fakers are completely wrong-headed in this respect). 
No doubt perfect fakes will continue to slip through the academic net. 
Perfect is perfect, after all. But perhaps some will turn out on reflection not 
to be perfect after all, and the passing off of fakes as authentic ever more 
difficult. 
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RESTORATIONS & MODIFICATIONS 


Shop by 
category 


<> Back to search results | Listed in category: Collectables > Militaria > World War II (1939-1945) > Uniforms 


Original DAK Afrikakorps cap damaged 
ty @ 2 viewed per hour 


Condition: Used 


Time left: 2d 16h (24 Nov, 2015 18:57:36 GMT) 


£350.00 o bids 


£495.00 


Add to basket 


© Add to Watch list % Add to collection 
1 watching 


Free postage 100% positive feedback 


Collect 350 Nectar points 
Get Started | Conditions 


Postage: Free Economy Delivery | See details 


a Have one to sell? Sell it yourself Item location: Stourbridge, United Kingdom 
tee Winetebudete 


Description Postage and payments 


Seller assumes all responsibility for this listing. 


Item specifics 


Condition: Used: An item that has been previously used. See the seller's listing for full details and description of 
«-. Read more 


An original Tropical M41 first pattern Afrikakorps field cap a very rare and expensive item when in good condition. 
Unfortunately this one has a large field repair to the back but wartime material and thread have been used. 

Cap has original cockade and white soutache original but re-applied postwar as is the other insignia over the cockade. 
Cap is size 59 and has clear Frankenstein maker stamp and dated 1942. 

Guaranteed original as stated above would be 3 times this price without repair and re-applied insignia 4/5 times if mint ! 


Figure 2.40 


Completely restored cap (see Figure 2.2) falsely described on eBay as field-repaired. 
Image: eBay 


For the student, the most insidious types of fake are the post-war modification 
and the post-war restoration, which has become, or which has been 
deliberately detached from its history of restoration. Amongst these are the 
most perfect fakes—altered caps that cannot be distinguished from the real 
thing and undermine our confidence in this, which muddy the record, and for 
which large amounts of money are obtained under false pretences. Ranging 
from stripped caps whose insignia has been replaced to caps that have been 
dismantled and put back together in a completely different—and of course 
more valuable—form, their danger to the student and the collector depends 
on how well the restoration or modification has been done and the extent to 
which it converges with or diverges from the real thing. An exact copy of an 
authentic cap will impact very little on the record and will not greatly trouble 
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the student, but from the point of the view of the collector, it will pose the 
greatest challenge. An unidentifiable restoration or modification that diverges 
from the form of the real thing will trouble the student and the collector 
equally. An identifiable one will trouble neither. 

Figures 2.2 and 2.40 show a complete restoration of a stripped and 
damaged 1942-dated model 1_OR cap by Schlesische Mitzenfabrik, which 
its restorer posted online as such, but which later appeared on eBay as 
field-repaired, with restored insignia (Figure 2.40), and at the time of writing 
is up for sale by a UK dealer in military antiques who writes of it: “this cap 
has been partially restored with the rear area of the cap having various field 
repairs... The original roundel remains with the original white soutache” [my 
italics]. An email to the dealer from its restorer alerting him to the cap’s true 
history remains unanswered (M. Stevens pers. comm.). The danger of this cap 
is two-fold. Its replacement eagle and cockade are correctly hand-applied, 
but the eagle is probably too late for the cap (it is not paralleled on any other 
Schlesische Mutzenfabrik in the Database), and had the cap slipped into the 
record unnoticed, it would very likely have distorted it. Sooner or later it will 
also probably dupe a buyer. 


Figure 2.41 


Replacement soutache given 
away by the dark green, 
widely-spaced hand stitches 
down the centre of the braid 
and its relationship to the 
structural stitching of the cap 
(which it overlies). Photo: 
Bene Merenti Auktionen 


Another restored Schlesische raised quite different issues. Dated 1940, it 
had a replacement soutache, which was easily identifiable as such because 
it overlay the structural stitching of the cap and because of the way it was 
stitched (Figure 2.41), and correct early, hand-sewn eagle and cockade. 
Since everything was correct, for the student, this cap is not a problem; but 
for several collectors, the replacement of the soutache raised doubts about 
the insignia application generally, with the result that when auctioned very 
few people bid on it and it realized a price well below its probable value. 
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Further unacknowledged restorations and modifications of these sorts can 
be seen in Daniel Fisher’s (2011) book on Afrikakorps uniforms and various 
other publications (e.g. Figueroa 1996, 6). Astripped, 1941-dated officers’ cap 
by Robert Lubstein, for example, has had its insignia restored (Fisher 2011, 46— 
7); and a probable model 3_OR cap by Carl Halfar, a soutache added (ibid., 35, 
top). The first of these poses a danger to the record because of, but is also given 
away by, the stitching of the replacement insignia, which imitates techniques 
usually associated with different periods of cap manufacture by Lubstein 
(hand stitching and machine straight-lock stitch) (cf. Figures 1.48 & 1.51); and 
because its cockade type (CC) is untypical of officer’s caps by the manufacturer. 
The imitation machine straight-lock stitch is also of irregular length and too 
wavy for the real thing. For the Halfar, a method of applying the soutache not 
associated with the manufacturer was used, another potential danger to the 
record, but also a giveaway. The large numbers of undeclared restorations 
associated with this and other authors, undermine the student’s confidence in 
all their caps, when many are in fact perfectly good (e.g. Fisher 2011, 23-25) 
and would otherwise contribute usefully to the record. At the time of writing, 
the Lubstein is up for sale as: “A fantastic relic of the Afrika [sic] campaign... 
with its untouched blue on tan cap eagle and matching national cockade.” 

What characterizes these restorations and modifications is that they are 
superficial. They did not involve interfering with the surviving structure of the 
original cap. Another group is characterized by active interference with the 
surviving structure of the original cap. 


Figure 2.42 
Destructively restored cap by Greiling. Photos: Militarische Antiquitaten Emig; WAF 


The Gustav Thomas shown in Figures 2.19-2.20, and the Greiling 
and the RB-numbered cap shown here are of this latter sort (Figures 2.42 
& 2.43). The stitching of the Thomas’s eagle—which is incorrect for the 
manufacturer—only mimics machine straight-lock stitch, and could have 
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been applied from the outside. To apply the soutache, however, which 
appears not to be of period soutache braid, and was applied using actual 
(not faux) machine straight-lock stitch, it would have been necessary to open 
the cap. This of course throws into doubt the originality of the machine- 
sewn cockade, which though it looks as though it belongs to the cap, could 
have been replaced at the same time. Other giveaways of this cap include 
its mismatched insignia wear and the use of different cottons to apply these. 
The Greiling also employs a method of applying the eagle not associated 
with the manufacturer, again potentially both a danger and a giveaway. But 
the main issues with this cap, which as we can see has been completely 
restored, are the removal during its restoration of traces of its original 
stitching, cockade and soutache, and the failure of the restorer to record this 
intervention. 


Figure 2.43 
Model 4_OR cap transformed into a model 1_OR cap. Photos: Chris Kihotis 


The RB-numbered cap has been converted from a model 4_OR into 
a—more valuable—model 1_OR cap. It has an oddly applied soutache, a 
clear RB-number but—anachronistically—no sweatband, this latter having 
been removed when it was converted. Both it and the Thomas (Figure 2.20) 
retain traces of earlier stitch lines indicative of their previous incarnations. 
Fortunately for us, however, there is nothing ambiguous about either, or 
indeed the Greiling, but like so many other caps, they have had their integrity 
destroyed. But had their modifications been better done, or were the photos 
showing them less clear, it might have been a different story. Caps of this sort 
very likely lie unrecognized in the Database, and may well be distorting my 
analysis. 


CONCLUSION 


Potentially the impact of a negligent approach to these issues when interpreting 
the WW2 German army tropical peaked cap is enormous. Imagine that | or 
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another student let a fake or a modified 1941-dated Schlesische Mitzenfabrik 
through the net. That would be roughly 5% of the Database for this 
manufacturer at this date (Digital Appendix 1). Then imagine that | let a fake 
or a modified 1940-dated Schlesische Mitzenfabrik through, or misidentify a 
cap by another manufacturer as a 1940-dated Schlesische Mitzenfabrik. That 
would be 33% of the Database for this manufacturer at this date. Then imagine 
that | or another student rule-out an authentic undated (i.e. 1940) Lubstein 
with wholly hand-sewn factory applied insignia because | assumed—as | at 
first did of—that these were reapplications. That would be 50% of such caps 
in the Database. On the one hand, this would seriously muddy the record; on 
the other, it could have financial implications for present and future owners 
of these and similar caps. And there are an extraordinary number of fakes out 
there! 

If we know what a real cap looks like, deviations are easy enough to 
spot, and for most manufacturers and most caps we do indeed know this. 
Nonetheless, rare authentic variants exist, like the undated Lubstein with 
hand-sewn insignia, and it is possible that others have not yet been recognized, 
and it is necessary therefore to be cautious when using observed deviations 
from the expected norm interpretatively. If we are fully to understand these 
caps, both real and fake alike, we need critically to consider a whole range of 
variables. Certainly we must never base identifications on a single observation. 

And this is where the Database comes in. 

By collating data on a large number of both real and fake caps, it has 
enabled me to separate out the individual traits characteristic of each, 
and re-sort them in a way that can be used diagnostically—of authentic 
caps by individual manufacturers and of particular dates, and of fakes 
by individual faking operations. Of course some legitimate variants and 
some faking will have slipped by me. (I would not be the first “authority” 
to authenticate one fake by comparison with another: e.g. Rendell 1994, 
113-15). This is inevitable in such studies, for just as there are too many 
variables for the faker always to get right, there may be too many variables for 
the individual student always fully to grasp. But to a very considerable extent 
it assists us in identifying even these. Thus, hopefully, it will add significantly 
to our knowledge of and, potentially, our understanding of the topic. 

What comes next? For the Database as a whole, the identification of 
any legitimate variants and fakes that have slipped by me, and its honing 
as an interpretative tool. For the fake, the purging of the record of authentic 
caps, and of the collectors’ market, of those that have already been identified; 
the outing of those collectors and dealers who contaminate the record by 
persistently championing these; and the continued sorting of them into 
groups, which, as their associations and provenance becomes clearer, may 
in due course lead us to the fakers themselves, whose details can then be 
passed on to the police. As students, collectors and enthusiasts generally we 
can then refocus our attention on the real thing, where it should have been 
all the time. 
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The use of photographs from the many contributors to this essay has 
proved invaluable. But the never ending search for new material continues. 
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in the colony during WW2 for a future essay exploring the contibution of 
its wartime visitors to the preservation of this lost past. Needed are high 
resolution scans, or original photographs, which | would either purchase 
or scan myself. Full credit will be given for photos used in the essay. Many 
thanks for your help. 
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